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the right to supervise and control the administration of Indian Princes not only in
relation to foreigners but even in relation to their own subjects.
Sir Harcotirt Butler seems to have scandalised the  Indian  Princes by his brutal
findings against them and it is no wonder if they try to find  in the guarded, ambi-
guous words of the declaration of His Excellency the Viceroy a sort of a consolation
prize in the assurance that at the Round Table Conference only Princes and Rulers
of Indian  States would be invited to attend, and even then they may be consulted
either jointly with or separately  from  the representatives of British  Indian people.
Apparently a double armour has thus been promised to the Indian Princes so that
their notions or self-respect and dignity should  not be  injured,     What they dread
most as wounding their honour is mixing up or having to rub their shoulders with
representatives of the common people  or the proletariat.     They may indeed have
in course of time, reconciled themselves to sit on a level with  the foremost political
leaders in British India ; for they could not survive the derisive laughter of the world
if they affected any longer to regard it beneath them  to have anything to do with
Ranades, Tttaks, Gokhales, Gandhis, Nehrus, etc.    But they do affect that the limit
would be reached if the British Government put them on the same  level as repre-
sentatives of their own subjects at any  Round Table Conference or   in any other
scheme of consultation.   And in doing so words are being used,   again, which might
give the appearance that the Indian Princes have not accepted the findings of the
Butler Committee, and intend still to carry on the fight for their independence.
.<• " His Highness the Maharaja of Bikaner, we find, welcomes the idea of a federated
India with Dominion Status for the British Indian  people.    He sees wisdom in the
proposed Round Table Conference, for the Princes have one more chance of getting
the Butler Committee's   findings  modified and just recognition being secured for
what they regard as "the correct position of  the Indian States/' and also getting
guarantees and safeguards for its preservation and maintenance.     His idea of this
position of the Indian Princes the Maharaja puts in a number of alternative words,
such as,  "Internal  Autonomy"   "Sovereign Rights"   Independence" etc.   Taking
this view of the position of the Princes, the Maharaja naturally expressed appreciation
of the tactful policy of the British Government of eliminating from the  Round Table
Conference representatives of the Indian States* people.   The  Maharaja incidentally
justified the boycott put by the Princes upon the "All-Parties Conference*'  to which
they were invited, and the chief ground of justification seems to be that, whereas   on
the one hand the British Government were not represented at that Conference, the
people of Indian States were. Knowing the mentality of the Indian Princes as we dot
no one could have expected them to attend the All-Parties Conference when the
British Government were   not present there !    But we strongly resent the second
group   of   justification that   the   Princes   could   not   attend   a   Round   Table
Conference where the representatives of their people were present   In fact,  that is,
therefore, now the crux of the whole position with regard to the  Indian  States.   Are
the Princes to be allowed to affect a sense of pollution by the touch of even the
accredited representatives of their people ?
The Maharaja puts forward a number of pleas in this connection, He says that
t^e Indian Prince is the natural leader of his subjects, arid he challenges the
credentials of the representatives of his subjects. He goes the length of
saying that subjects of Indian States, being naturally very loyal, are averse to the
new-fangled methods of representative and democratic institutions 1 The Prince,
we are asked to believe, alone knows what is good for his subjects, and. that the
subjects confidently put trust in his integrity and his infallibility. A.id the argument
is, of course, the so called pledges of the British Government to treat the Indian
Princes as their "independent friends and allies." But may I respectfully point out
that all this reasoning is now quite out of date ? The hackneyed lullaby of Divine
Right of Kings can no more send the disturbed democracies in Indian States to sleep,
Indian States' subjects have now taken a vow not to take rest themselves nor give
rest to their Rulers until the later carry out in their States some scheme of agreed
representat|re institutions through which the peoples* voice will be heard and
grievances redressed.
It would be quite pertinent to ask one pointed question to His Highness the
Maharaja of Bikaner and other Princes of his persuasion,   If the Indian Prince

